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DOI: 10.1016/j.ajpath.2011.12.010CorrectionsIn the article entitled, “SPARCOppositely Regulates Inflam-
mation and Fibrosis in Bleomycin-Induced Lung Damage”
(Volume 179, pages 3000–3010 of the December 2011 issue
of The American Journal of Pathology), several authors’ affilia-
tions were listed incorrectly. Patrizia Casalini is a member of
the Molecular Targets Unit, Department of Experimental On-
cology and Molecular Medicine, Fondazione IRCCS Istituto
Nazionale Tumori, Milan, and Claudio Tripodo is a member of
the Department of Health Sciences, Pathology Section, Uni-
versità degli Studi di Palermo, Palermo, Italy.
In the article entitled “Survivin Is a Novel Target of CD44-
Promoted Breast Tumor Invasion” (Volume 179, pages 555–
563 of the August 2011 issue), the funding sources were in-
complete. This work was supported by His Majesty Sultan
Qaboos University Strategic Grant SR/MED/GNET/10/01
(A.O.) and by The Egyptian Government scholarship (M.E.A.).
In the article entitled, “A Novel Function for Pro-
grammed Death Ligand-1: Regulation of Angiogenesis”
(Volume 178, pages 1922–1929 of the April 2011 issue),
1324the third author’s name was listed incorrectly. The correct
name is Jaafar El Annan.
In the article entitled, “Soluble Forms of the Notch
Ligands Delta1 and Jagged1 Promote in Vivo Tumorige-
nicity in NIH3T3 Fibroblasts with Distinct Phenotypes”
(Volume 173, pages 865–878 of the September 2008
issue), the Acknowledgments should have included the
following: “Additional support was provided by the Maine
Medical Center Research Institute Histopathology Core
Facility, supported by NIH grant P20RR18789 (D.M.
Wojchowski).”
In the article entitled, “Probiotic Bacteria Induce Mat-
uration of Intestinal Claudin 3 Expression and Barrier
Function” (Volume 180, pages 626–635 of the February
2012 issue), the word “weeks” was inadvertently omitted
from the phrase “3 weeks postnatal age” and “2 weeks
postnatal age” in several instances. This error has been
corrected online.
